1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

s 

re 

!  BivcL 


HUB  LAW  OFFICES 
Ford  Greene,  Esquire 
California  State  Bar  No.  107601 
711  Sir  Francis  Drake  Boulevard 
San  Anselmo,  California  94960-1949 
Telephone:  (415)  258-0360 

Attorney  for  Defendant 
GERALD  ARMSTRONG 


SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
IN  AND  FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  MARIN 


CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  ) 

INTERNATIONAL,  a  California  ) 

not-for-profit  religious  ) 

corporation;  ) 

) 

Plaintiffs,  ) 

) 

vs .  ) 

) 

GERALD  ARMSTRONG;  DOES  1  ) 

through  25,  inclusive,  ) 

) 

Defendants.  ) 

) 

_ ) 


No.  152  229 

DECLARATION  RE:  NOTICE  OF 
EX  PARTE  APPLICATION  FOR 
PROTECTIVE  ORDER  TO  PREVENT 
DEPOSITION  TIMED  FOR  PURPOSE 
OF  HARASSMENT 


FORD  GREENE  declares: 

1.  I  am  an  attorney  licensed  to  practice  law  in  the  Courts 
of  the  State  of  California  and  am  the  attorney  of  record  for 
GERALD  ARMSTRONG,  defendant  in  this  action. 

2.  I  am  making  this  ex  parte  application  for  an  order 
protecting  my  client  from  having  his  deposition  this  week  because 
of  the  following  reasons  which  I  state  of  my  own  personal 
knowledge. 

3.  Currently,  plaintiff  is  represented  by  two  law  firms: 
Wilson,  Ryan  and  Campilongo  of  San  Francisco,  and  in-house 
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Scientology  counsel  Bowles  and  Moxon  of  Los  Angeles.  Bowles  and 
Moxon  are  also  plaintiff's  counsel  in  the  Los  Angeles  Superior 
Court  case  Religious  Technology  Center,  Church  of  Scientology 
International  and  Church  of  Scientology  of  California  v. _ Yanny  , 

Case  No.  BC  033035  f"Yannv  II") .  Scientology  has  made  both 
Armstrong  and  his  attorney.  Ford  Greene,  witnesses  in  Yanny  II. 

4.  On  Tuesday,  February  4,  1992,  plaintiff's  attorney 
Andrew  Wilson  obtained  an  order  to  show  cause  re  preliminary 
injunction  (OSC)  from  the  Honorable  Beverly  B.  Savitt  who  set  the 
hearing  on  the  OSC  for  10:30  a.m.  on  Friday,  March  6,  1992  in 
Department  5,  the  Honorable  William  H.  Stephens.  On  February  4, 
1992,  I  accepted  service  of  the  summons  and  complaint  in  this 
case . 

5.  In  Yanny  II.  Judge  Cardenas  is  the  judge  presiding  over 
the  case.  Judge  Cardenas  has  appointed  the  retired  Honorable 
Thomas  Johnson,  of  the  Santa  Monica  office  of  Judicial  and 
Mediation  Arbitration  Services,  to  act  as  a  discovery  referee. 

6.  On  February  21,  1992,  in  Yanny  II,  I  participated  in  a 
conference  telephone  call  with  Judge  Johnson,  Yanny 's  counsel  and 
Scientology  counsel  for  the  purpose  of  setting  the  depositions  of 
Gerald  Armstrong  and  myself  in  Yanny  II ♦  It  was  agreed  by  all 
that  Armstrong,  Armstrong's  girlfriend  and  I  would  be  deposed,  in 
Santa  Monica,  over  the  course  of  two  days,  March  16  and  17,  1992. 

7.  On  Thursday,  February  27,  1992,  defendant  in  this  case 
moved  to  disqualify  Department  5  pursuant  to  C.C.P.  §  170.6  and 
the  case  was  transferred  to  Department  4  for  all  purposes. 

8.  On  Tuesday,  March  3,  1992,  Department  4,  the  Honorable 
Michael  B.  Dufficy  presiding,  continued  the  hearing  on  the  OSC  to 
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March  20  because,  at  least  in  part,  the  Court  was  going  to  be  on 


vacation  from  March  6  through  15.  At  the  March  3  hearing,  in 
addition  to  issuing  a  TRO,  the  Court  set  a  briefing  schedule.  The 
schedule  required  that  opposition  to  the  OSC  be  filed  on  Monday, 
March  16  (the  day  I  had  to  be  in  Santa  Monica,  defending 
Armstrong's  deposition  in  Yannv  II)  and  replies  filed  on  Thursday, 
March  19 . 

9.  On  Friday,  March  6,  I  served  and  filed  a  motion  to 
dismiss  and  change  venue  of  this  case  to  Los  Angeles  Superior 
Court . 

10.  On  Friday,  March  6,  1992,  plaintiff's  counsel  caused  two 
deposition  notices  to  be  hand  served  to  my  office.  One  deposition 
notice  set  the  deposition  of  Mr.  Armstrong  for  March  18,  1992  at 
9:00  a.m.  in  Mr.  Wilson's  office  in  San  Francisco.  A  true  and 
correct  copy  is  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  A.  The  other 
deposition  notice  purported  to  set  my  deposition  for  March  19, 
1992,  at  9:00  a.m.  in  Mr.  Wilson's  San  Francisco  office.  A  true 
and  correct  copy  is  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  B. 

11.  On  Friday,  March  6,  1992,  Mr.  Wilson  faxed  me  a  letter 
wherein  he  stated  "It  is  essential  that  these  depositions  be  taken 
prior  to  the  March  20  hearing."  A  true  and  correct  copy  is 
attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  C. 

12.  On  Monday,  March  9,  1992,  I  faxed  a  letter  to  Mr.  Wilson 
wherein  I  advised  him  that  Mr.  Armstrong  and  I  would  be  deposed  on 
March  16  and  17  in  Yannv  II.  and  that  I  considered  his  insistence 
on  taking  depositions  in  this  case  immediately  thereafter,  on 
March  18  and  19,  as  a  transparent  attempt  to  interfere  with  my 
ability  to  represent  Mr.  Armstrong  by  taking  up  my  available  time 
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before  the  hearing  with  deposition.  A  true  and  correct  copy  is 
attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  D. 


13.  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  section  2025  (b)(2)  states  that 
a  plaintiff  may  serve  a  deposition  notice  without  leave  of  court 
on  any  date  that  is  20  days  after  the  service  of  summons  or 
appearance.  Thus,  if  it  was  so  important  that  Mr.  Wilson  take 
Armstrong's  deposition  before  the  OSC  hearing,  he  could  have  hand 
served  a  deposition  notice  on  February  24  for  the  deposition  to  be 
taken  on  March  5.  Alternatively,  Mr.  Wilson  could  have  applied  to 
the  Court  for  an  Order  Shortening  Time.  Mr.  Wilson  has  done 
neither. 

14.  Instead  he  and  his  co-counsel,  Bowles  and  Moxon, 
attorneys  of  record  in  Yannv  II .  waited  until  after  Referee, 
Retired  Judge  Johnson  set  the  depositions  of  Armstrong  and  me  in 
Yannv  II  for  March  16  and  17,  and  then  -  on  March  6,  three  days 
after  this  Court  set  the  OSC  hearing  for  March  20  -  gave  notice 
that  the  depositions  of  Mr.  Armstrong  and  me  (I  have  never  been 
served  with  a  deposition  subpena)  were  to  commence  on  March 

18  and  19. 

15.  I  consider  the  timing  of  these  attempted  depositions  to 
be  harassment  and  an  effort  to  obstruct  my  ability  to  effectively 
represent  Mr.  Armstrong.  A  further  example  of  the  way  Scientology 
lawyers  litigate  is  illustrated  by  Mr.  Wilson  pretending  to  give 
me  notice  of  the  ex  parte  application  to  admit  Michael  Lee 
Hertzbeg  pro  hace  vice  by  giving  telephone  notice  to  my  office  on 
Monday,  March  16  when,  in  fact,  he  knew  that  I  was  in  Santa 
Monica.  See  Exhibit  E. 

16.  Although  Scientology  has  offered  to  limit  Mr. 
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Armstrong's  deposition  to  one-half  day  today.  See  Exhibit  F. 

Under  the  hotly  contested  circumstances  of  this  case,  the  double¬ 
teaming  me  in  Yannv  II  on  one  hand  and  this  case  on  the  other,  and 
in  conjunction  with  Scientology's  delay  in  scheduling  the 
depositions  which  it  contends  must  occur  before  the  March  20 
hearing,  it  is  clear  that  the  timing  is  intended  to  harass  me. 
Moreover,  it  is  clear  that  Scientology  is  attempting  to  take  the 
deposition  of  Mr.  Armstrong  before  the  Court  rules  on  Mr.  Yanny's 
motion  to  intervene  in  this  case. 

17.  I  have  advised  Mr.  Wilson  that  I  will  cooperate  with  him 
regarding  deposition  scheduling,  but  that  neither  my  client  nor  I 
will  appear  for  deposition  this  week. 

18.  I  first  advised  Mr.  Wilson  on  Friday,  March  13,  1992, 
that  I  would  be  making  this  ex  parte  application  on  March  18, 

1992,  at  8:30  a.m.  I  reiterated  that  in  a  message  I  left  with  Mr. 
Wilson  secretary  on  March  17,  1992  at  approximately  1:30  p.m. 

19.  I  did  not  make  this  application  any  earlier  because  the 
Court  was  on  vacation  from  March  6  through  March  15,  because  I  was 
in  Santa  Monica  on  March  16  and  17,  and  because  I  am  a  sole 
practitioner  and  cannot  cover  more  than  one  base  at  a  time. 

20.  Therefore,  I  request  that  the  Court  protect  Mr. 

Armstrong  and  me  from  being  the  subjects  of  discovery  harassment 
and  allow  that  Mr.  Armstrong's  deposition  to  be  set  sometime  March 
23  or  after. 

Under  penalty  of  perjury  pursuant  to  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
California  I  hereby  declare  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and  correct 
according  to  my  first-hand  knowledge,  except  those  matters  stated 
to  be  on  information  and  belief,  and  as  to  those  matters,  I 
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believe  them  to  be  true. 


Executed  on  March  18,  1992  at  San  Anselmo,  California 


ORDER 


Good  cause  appearing, 

Defendant  GERALD  ARMSTRONG  need  not  submit  to  deposition 
until  some  time  after  March  23. 


DATE : 


MICHAEL  B.  DUFFICY 

Judge  of  the  Superior  Court 
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Andrew  H.  Wilson 
WILSON,  RYAN  &  CAMPILONGO 
235  Montgomery  Street 
Suite  450 

San  Francisco,  California  94104 
(415)  391-3900 

Laurie  J.  Bartilson 
BOWLES  &  MOXON 
6255  Sunset  Boulevard 
Suite  2000 

Hollywood,  California  90028 
(213)  661-4030 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 

CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  INTERNATIONAL 


P.  E  C  E  i  V  E  D 
MAR  6  1992 
HUB  LAW  OFFICES 


SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  MARIN 


CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL,  a  California 
not-for-profit  religious 
corporation , 

Plaintiff, 


vs 


GERALD  ARMSTRONG;  DOES  1 
through  25,  inclusive, 

Defendants . 


Case  No.  152229 

PLAINTIFF ' S  NOTICE 
OF  TAKING  DEPOSITION  AND 
REQUEST  FOR  PRODUCTION 
OF  DOCUMENTS 


) 


TO  ALL  PARTIES  AND  THEIR  ATTORNEYS  OF  RECORD: 


PLEASE  TAKE  NOTICE  that  Plaintiff  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY 

INTERNATIONAL  will  take  the  deDOsition  of  Defendant  GERALD  ARMSTRONG 

'NED  - 

whose  address  is  known  to  Plaintiff  and  its  counsel,  on 
March  18,  1992  at  9:00  a.m.  at  the  offices  of  Wilson,  Ryan  & 

Campilongo,  235  Montgomery,  Suite  450,  San  Francisco,  California 
94104.  This  deposition  will  be  taken  before  a  certified  shorthand 
reporter  and  Notary  Public,  or  other  such  person  authorized  to 
administer  oaths  who  may  be  present  at  such  time  and  place.  The 
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depositions  will  continue  from  day  to  day,  excluding  weekends  and 
legal  holidays,  until  completed.  Pursuant  to  Section  2025(1)  of  the 
Code  of  Civil  Procedure,  Plaintiff  hereby  gives  notice  of  its  intent 
to  videotape  said  deposition. 

PLEASE  TAKE  FURTHER  NOTICE  that  pursuant  to  Section  2  031  of  the 
Code  of  Civil  Procedure,  Plaintiff  hereby  demands  that  the  deponent 
produce  the  documents  described  on  Exhibit  A  attached  hereto. 
Dated:  March  3  1992.  WILSON,  RYAN  &  CAMPILONGO 


BY 


Andr4W  H.  Wilson 
Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 
CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL 
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DEFINITIONS  AND  INSTRUCTIONS 


"DOCUMENT"  shall  be  understood  to  apply  to  any  record  or 
communication,  including  records  of  any  telephonic  communication, 
that  would  be  a  "writing"  as  provided  by  California  Evidence  Code 
Section  250,  and  shall  include,  without  limitation,  originals, 
duplicates  or  non-identical  copies,  drafts,  working  papers,  routing 
slips,  post-its,  marginalia,  and  similar  materials  as  well  as 
machine  readable  data  stored  on  cards,  disks,  magnetic  tapes, 
audiotapes,  videotapes  or  other  storage  media. 

DOCUMENTS  TO  BE  PRODUCED 

1.  All  documents  in  your  possession  which  in  any  way  refer 
to  the  Church  of  Scientology  International,  the  Religious 
Technology  Center,  L.  Ron  Hubbard,  any  local  Church  of  Scientology, 
or  any  organization  affiliated  with  any  of  the  above; 

2.  All  documents  obtained  by  you  from  L.  Ron  Hubbard  of  any 
of  the  organizations  defined  in  paragraph  1.  above; 

3.  All  documents  delivered  to  you  at  any  time  by  Joseph 
Yanny ; 

4.  All  documents  delivered  at  any  time  by  you  to  Joseph 
Yanny;  and 

5 .  All  documents  relating  to  any  of  the  persons  or 
organizations  described  in  paragraph  1.  above  which  you  delivered 
at  any  time  to  Ford  Greene,  Esq.  ,  provided,  however,  that  this 
request  shall  not  be  construed  to  request  documents  which  comprise 
attorney-client  communications  or  attorney  work  product. 


Exhibit  A 
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•p-ROOF  of  service 

I  declare  that  I  am  employed  in  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  California. 

I  am  over  the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  not  a  party  to 
the  within  entitled  action.  My  business  address  is  235  Montgomery 
Street,  Suite  450,  San  Francisco,  California. 

On  March  5,  1992,  I  caused  the  attached  PLAINTIFF (S 

NOTICE  OF  TAXING  DEPOSITION  AND  REQUEST  FOR  PRODUCTION  OF 
DOCUMENTS  to  be  served  on  the  following  in  said  cause,  by  placing 
the  same  for  hand  delivery  on  this  day  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
business,  a  true  copy  thereof  enclosed  in  a  sealed  envelope.  The 
envelope  was  addressed  as  follows: 

Ford  Greene,  Esq. 

711  Sir  Francies  DraJce  Boulevard 

San  Anselmo,  CA  94960-1949 


the  State 
Executed 


I  declare  under  the  penalty  of  perjury  of  the  laws  of 
of  California  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and  correct. 


at  San  Francisco, 


California  on  March 


/' 


Patricia  A.  Neely 
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Andrew  H.  Wilson 
WILSON,  RYAJT  &  CAMPILONGO 
235  Montgomery  Street 
Suite  450 

San  Francisco,  California  94104 
(415)  391-3900 

Laurie  J.  Bartilson 
BOWLES  &  MOXON 
6255  Sunset  Boulevard 
Suite  2000 

Hollywood,  California  90028 
(213)  661-4030 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 

CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  INTERNATIONAL 


SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 

FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  MARIN 

CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  ) 

INTERNATIONAL,  a  California  ) 

not-for-profit  religious  ) 

corporation,  ) 

) 

\ 

J 

Plaintiff,  ) 

) 

vs .  ) 

) 

GERALD  ARMSTRONG;  DOES  1  ) 

through  25,  inclusive,  ) 

) 

Defendants.  ) 

_ ) 

TO  ALL  PARTIES  AND  THEIR  ATTORNEYS  OF  RECORD: 

PLEASE  TAKE  NOTICE  that  Plaintiff  CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY 

INTERNATIONAL  will  take  the  deposition  of  FORD  GREENE  whose  address 

~TaoS-S . 

is  known  to  Plaintiff  and  its  counsel,  on  ,  March  19,  1992  at 

9:00  a.m.  at  the  offices  of  Wilson,  Ryan  &  Campilongo,  235 
Montgomery,  Suite  450,  San  Francisco,  California  94104.  This 
deposition  will  be  taken  before  a  certified  shorthand  reporter  and 
Notary  Public,  or  other  such  person  authorized  to  administer  oaths 
who  may  be  present  at  such  time  and  place.  The  depositions  will 
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continue  from  dev  to  day,  excluding  weekends  and  legal  holidays, 
until  completed-  Pursuant  to  Section  2025(1)  of  the  Code  of  Civil 
Procedure,  Plaintiff  hereby  gives  notice  of  its  intent  to  videotape 
said  deposition. 

Dated:  March  5,  1992.  WILSON,  RYAN  &  CAMPILONGO 


BY: 


Andrew  K.  Wilson 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 
CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOG 
INTERNATIONAL 
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PROOF  of  SFRVICS 

I  declare  that  I  as  employed  in  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  California. 

I  am  over  the  age  of  eighteen  years  and  not  a  party  to 
the  within  entitled  action.  My  business  address  is  235  Montgomery 
Street,  Suite  450,  San  Francisco,  California. 

On  March  5,  1992,  I  caused  the  attached  PLAINTIFF'S 

NOTICE  OF  TAKING  DEPOSITION  AND  REQUEST  FOR  PRODUCTION  OF  DOCUMENTS 
to  be  served  on  the  following  in  said  cause,  by  placing  the  same 
for  hand  delivery  on  this  day  in  the  ordinary  course  of  business, 
a  true  copy  thereof  enclosed  in  sealed  envelope.  The  envelope  was 
addressed  as  follows: 

Ford  Greene,  Esq. 

711  Sir  Frances  Drake  Boulevard 

San  Anselmo,  CA  94960-1949 


I  declare  under  the  penalty  of  perjury  of  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  California  that  the  foregoing  is  true  and  correct. 

Executed  at  San  Francisco,  Calif oTrrias  on  March  5,  1992. 

"A 


j/7jzsU-'--sc^i  J  ~~7  juS.’.. 

Patricia  A.  Neely  7  '  ^  I 
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ANDREV/  H.  V/ILSON 
STEPHEN  C.  RYAN- 
JEANNETTE  D.  LEJARDI 
ST U A RT  A.  KNOWLES 
ANNE  R.  WOODS 
LINDA  M.  FONG 
SHAUNA  T.  RAJKOWSKI 


AMLSON,  RYAN  &  CAMPILONGO 

A  PEOFESSIOXAL  LAW  CORPORATION 

233  MONT  GOME  BY  STREET,  SUITE  430 
SAN  FRANCISCO;  CALIFORNIA  94104 
(415)  391-3900 
TELECOPY  (415)  954-0938 


OF  COUNSEL 
LISA  F.  CAMPILONGO 
E D WA R D  L.  BLUM 


•  CERTIFIED  TAXATION  SPECIALIST 

CAuroPNiA  bcapd  or  legal  specializat.cn 


received 


March  6,  1992 


MAR  7  1992 


HUB  LAW  OFFICES 


Via  Telecopier  #456-5318 


Ford  Greene,  Esq.  '<  -  -  : 

711  Sir  Frances  Drake  Boulevard 

San  Anselmo,  CA  94960-1949  YC 

Re:  Church  of  Scientology  v.  Armstrong; 

Our  File  No.  SCI02-003 

Dear  Mr.  Greene: 

I  received  your  motion  to  change  venue  and  supporting 
papers  shortly  before  5  p.m.  yesterday.  The  Proof  of  Service 
(attached  to  your  Notice  of  Motion)  shows  personal  service  upon  me 
and  upon  counsel  for  Yanny.  It  does  not  show  service  upon  Laurie 
Bartilson,  nor  did  you  serve  her.  As  a  result,  your  notice  of 
motion  is  defective. 

I  have  also  had  a  chance  to  review  your  Memorandum  of 
Points  and  Authorities.  It  contains  statements  which  I  must 
characterize  as  an  attempt  to  mislead  the  Court  about  what  happened 
at  the  December  23  hearing.  It  also  takes  a  position  directly 
contrary  to  that  taken  by  Mr.  Armstrong's  counsel  and,  as  recently 
as  last  week,  by  Mr.  Armstrong  himself.  As  I  said  in  my  letter  of 
yesterday,  I  don't  want  to  seek  sanctions  against  you,  but  I  will 
if  you  persist.  / 

Very  truly  yours, 

WILSON,  RYAN  &  CAMPILONGO 


Andrew  H.  Wilson 


AHW- 0292. LTR : pan 

cc:  Laurie  J.  Bartilson,  Esq. 
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-.License  No.  1 07501 
Facsimile  (415)  455-521S 


March.  9,  1SS2 


Andrew  K.  Wilson 

WILSON ,  RYAN  &  CAMPILONGO 

235  Montgomery  Street,  Suite  450 

San  Francisco,  California  94104 

RE:  Scientology  v.  Armstrong 

Marin  County  Superior  Court 
Case  No.  152229 


Bv  Telecopier 

415- S54— 0938 


Dear  Mr.  Wilson: 

Since  I  could  net  reach  you  hy  telephone  this  afternoon,  I 
write . 


t  believe  that  you  have  misstated  when  you  received  the 
deposition  notice  and  subpoena  for  Martin  Samuels;  the  service 
thereof  was  made  at  approximately  4:45  p.m. 

As  to  your  representations  of  having  made  "numerous 
attempts"  to  contact  my  office  in  order  to  serve  subpenas  it  is 
curious  that  none  of  said  attempts  involved  you  picking  up  the 
telephone  and  calling  me. 

Notwithstanding  the  foregoing,  and  in  light  of  the ^demands 
on  mv  schedule  the  week  of  March  16th,  please  be  advised . ~hao  we 
are  not  going  to  proceed  with  the  Samuels  deposition.  Similarly, 
in  light  "of  the  fact  that  both  Gerald  Armstrong  and  me  are  ^the 
subjects  of  Scientology  depositions  on  March  16  and  17  in  Yannv 
—  II  neither  Mr.  Armstrong  nor  I  will  available  for  deposition  on 
March  18  and  19 . 

Should  you  insist  upon  attempting  to  take  our  depositions  on 
that  date,  1  can  only  construe  it  as  a  transparent  attempt  to 
interfere  with  my  ability  to  represent  Mr.  Armstrong.  A.s  you 
knew,  I  am  a  sole  practitioner.  Your  opposition  to  our  motion  to 
transfer  must  be  filed  on  Monday,  March  16,  1992;  our  reply 

thereto  is  due  March  19.  I  cannot  be  deposed,  defend  a 
deposition  and  prepare  a  reply  to  the  motion  to  transfer,  as  well 
as"  prepare  for  the  March  20th  hearing  on  both  the  motion  to 
transfer  and  your  application  for  a  preliminary  injunction  all  at 
the  same  time. 


rr~r 


Andrew  H.  Wilson 
March  9,  1992 
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•Ry  Telecopier 


/ 


Please  advise  m 
and  agree  to  setting 
sometime  during  the  • 
have  to  apply  for  a  ; 


e  whether  you  will  cooperate  m  this  regard 
the  depositions  of  Mr.  Armstrong  and  me  for 
week  of' March  23,  or  after,  or  whether  I  will 
protective  order  in  order  not  to  be  harassed. 


:  acg 

cc:  Gerald  Armstrong 

Graham  E. Berry,  Esquire 
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HUS  LAY*  OFFICES 


Via  Telecopier  #456-5318 


Mr.  Ford  Greene,  Esq. 

711  Sir  Frances  Drake  Boulevard 
San  Anselmo,  CA  94960-1949 

Re:  Church  of  Scientology  International  v.  Armstrong 

Our  file  No.  SCI02-003 - - - - 

Dear  Mr.  Greene: 

I  am  writing  to  confirm  and  follow  up  on  our  telephone 
conversation  earlier  this  afternoon. 

First,  we  discussed  the  mechanics  of  service  of  the 
various  papers  due  next  Monday,  March  16.  My  understanding  is  as 
follows:  We  will  send  a  messenger  to  your  office  with  your  copies 

of  our  opposition  to  your  motion  to  change  venue,  and  other  papers 
which  we  may  wish  to  file  in  support  of  our  Motion  for  Preliminary 

Injunction.  We  will  schedule  the  messenger  to  arrive  at  your 

offices  at  approximately  4:45  p.m.  The  messenger  will  drop  off 
your  copies,  and  will  pick  up  at  that  time  our  copy  of  your 

opposition  to  the  preliminary  injunction  motion. 

In  the  event  that  you  need  to  change  the  pick-up  time,  you  will  so 
inform  me,  preferably  in  writing  so  there  can  be  no 
misunderstanding . 

Second,  we  discussed  the  depositions  of  Gerald  Armstrong 
and  yourself,  currently  scheduled  for  March  18  and  19.  You 

informed  me  that  you  would  agree  to  scheduling  those  depositions 
for  the  week  following  March  16-20  and,  in  that  connection,  that 
you  would  voluntarily  accept  service  of  a  subpoena  for  your 
deposition.  You  also  stated  that  if  we  did  not  agree  to  re¬ 
schedule  those  depositions,  you  would  appear  ex  parte  before  Judge 
Duff  icy  Wednesday  morning  at  8:30  a.m.  to  seek  a  protective  order. 
I  understand  that  you  are  a  sole  practitioner  with  demands  on  your 


-1- 


time.  However,  you  did  schedule  Martin  Samuels'  deposition  for 
March  18  and  believed  you  had  sufficient  time  to  take  Mr.  Samuels' 
deposition  when  you  did  so.  We  do  believe  that  M: r .  Armstrong's 
deposition  is  necessary  for  issues  which  the  Court  will  consider  on 
March  20.  We  are  willing  to  re-schedule  your  deposition  to  a 
mutually  convenient  date  the  following  week,  and  we  are  also 
willing  to  limit  Mr.  Armstrong's  deposition  to  one-half  day, 
commencing  at  the  time  and  place  previously  noticed. 

I  sincerely  believe  that  these  concessions  should 
ameliorate  your  concerns  and  allow  you  to  devote  sufficient  time  to 
preparation  of  a  reply  memorandum  to  our  opposition  to  your  change 
of  venue  motion,  and  to  prepare  for  the  hearing  itself. 

Unless  I  hear  from  you  to  the  contrary,  I  will  assume 
that  the  deposition  of  Mr.  Armstrong  will  go  forward  at  the  time 
and  date  previously  noticed  and  will  continue  for  approximately 
one-half  day. 

Very  truly  yours, 

WILSON,  RYAN  &  CAMPILONGO 


cc:  Laurie  Bartilson,  Esq. 
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RECSiVED 

March  17,  1S92 

MAR  1  7  1992 


Via  Facsimile  #456-5318 
Ford  Greene,  Esq. 

711  sir  Frances  Drake  Boulevard 
San  Anselmo,  CA  94560-1949 


HUB  LAW  OFFICES 


Re: 


church  of  Scientology  International  v.  Armstrong 
Our  File  NO.  SCI02-003 - - - - ‘ 


Dear  Mr.  Greene: 

I  have  not  had  a  reply  to  my  letter  of  Friday ,  March  13 , 
1952,  in  which  I  proposed  a  shortened  deposition  of  Gerald 
Armstrong  to  take  place  as  originally  noticed  on  Wednesday,  March 
18  You  had  previously  informed  me  that  if  we  aid  not  taxe  -h 
deposition  off-calendar  or  agree  to  postponing  it  you  wouid  appear 
ex"  parte  in  front  cf  Judge  Duffrcy  at  8:30  a*n.  on  M^rcn 

Since  I  have  not  heard  from  you  in  response  to  .March 

13  letter,  I  am  unsure  what  your  plans  are.  Will  you  please  m^o 

T-e  "as  soon  as  ocssitle  whether  you  intend  to  appear  *-th  —  • 

Armstrong  at  this  office  to  proceed  with  the  deposition  of  Whether 
you  will  appear  in  front  of  Judge  Dufficy  as  you  had  s^a^ed. 


Very  truly  yours, 


WILSON 


1PIL0NG0 


Andrew  H.  Wilson 


AHW-0308 .LTRrpan 

Ford  Greene,  Esc. 

Office  of  Judicial  Arbitration 
and  Mediation  Services 
Santa  Monica,  CA 
213-392-0240  (FAX) 

Laurie  Bartilscn,  Esq. 
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